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" The two volumes under review are the works of two women
writers, one flourishing in the West and the other in the North-East
of India. Both were queens and chief queens too, and took up two
" similar subjects for works, the former a sthanamahatmya, or the
Dvarakamalmtmya, and the latter a nadimahatmya or the Gahgnmdhatmya.
Both these volumes have been edited by Dr. Chaudhuri in his usual
scholarly and scrupulous manner. The emendations suggested are
very happy and difficulties in reading have been solved in footnotes
and in appendices. Almost all the quotations have been traced to
their sources The critical apparatus is complete. The Bibliography
is complete and really informative". Koteleswar Sastri, TMR. LXX,
pp. 181-182.
Ohaudhurl, Jatindra Bimal, Ed.—The Hamsa-Dufca of Vamana
Bhatta Bana. pp. 45 + 28 + 39. Pub.: Author, Calcutta,
194L*	"	[762
The author's introduction in English contains several valuable infor-
mation not only of Vamana Bhatta Bana and his literary achievements,
but also on other such duta-Jiavyas known to exist in Sanskrit Literature.
The Hamsa-Duta which is here edited for the first time, is an important
Jsavya, for it contains much information of topographical interest .
	The   Candra-Duta-Kavya   of   Jambu  Kavi.    TMR.
LXX, pp. 158-161.	[763
Deals with an unpublished Duta-Kavya, called Candra-Duta, by Jambu
Naga Kavi. This work is important from two points of view, chrono-
logical and 'rhetorical. Chronologically, it is an earlier work than
Dhoyi's Pavana-ditta, generally believed to be the earliest extant Duta-
Kavya in imitation of the Megha-duta.
	 The  Contribution of Women to Sanskrit  Literature.
Vol. II Sanskrit Poetesses, Part B. Vaidyanatha-prasada-
prasasti, attributed to Devakumarika and Santana-Gopala-
kavya by Laksnri Rajni. With Introduction in English
Notes, etc. T x 4M"- Pub.: Author, Calcutta, 1940. [764
" In the Introduction to this volume Dr. Chaudhuri deals with the
works of several Sanskrit poetesses, viz., Devakumarika, Laksmi Rajm,
Gangadevi, Jayanti Madhuravani, Ramabhadramba and Tirumalamba.
There is no reason to doubt about the genuineness of the authorships
except in the first case, i.e., in the case of Devakumarika. Dr. Chau-
dhuri rightly adduces reasons both for and against the attribution of
the Vaidyanaiha-prasada-prasasti to Devakumarika and makes it clear
that his object in editing the inscription in the volume is to make these
facts accessible to scholars in their original form so that further dis-
covery of material may throw new light on the point at issue. 	

